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Negligence; statutory (§ 52-557n) governmental immunity; motion for directed ver-
dict; certification from Appellate Court; whether plaintiff’s action against defen-
dant town was foreclosed by governmental immunity; whether Appellate Court
correctly determined that question of whether municipal police department’s tow
rules and regulations imposed on police officer ministerial duty to have vehicles
of drivers who have violated motor vehicle laws towed was question of law for
court rather than one of fact for jury; language in Lombard v. Edward J. Peters,
Jr., P.C. (252 Conn. 623) and its progeny indicating that such issue is question
of fact for jury, expressly disavowed; whether Appellate Court correctly concluded
that police department’s tow rules did not apply to police officers and were written
solely to regulate tow truck companies and operators doing business with police
department; whether police officer had ministerial duty to have unregistered vehi-
cle towed; claim that jury reasonably could have rejected witness’ unequivocal
testimony that officer’s decision to have vehicles towed was discretionary and
concluded that ministerial duty existed on basis of that same witness’ testimony of
manner in which he conducted official duties with regard to unregistered vehicles.
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Anderson v. Dike, 187 CA 405 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 125A
Personal injury; whether trial court improperly granted motion for summary judg-

ment; whether plaintiff failed to meet burden of demonstrating existence of genuine
issue of material fact; failure of plaintiff to offer any evidence in opposition to
motion for summary judgment that could properly be considered at summary
judgment; claim that trial court improperly denied motions for jury trial and
appointment of counsel; whether court-appointed counsel is available in civil pro-
ceedings.

Boucher v. Saint Francis GI Endoscopy, LLC, 187 CA 422. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 142A
Employment discrimination; whether trial court improperly granted motion for

summary judgment; whether trial court properly determined that there were no
genuine issues of material fact as to whether plaintiff presented prima facie case
of employment discrimination or retaliation; claim that trial court improperly
concluded that plaintiff failed to demonstrate adverse employment action by defen-
dant; whether plaintiff established genuine issue of material fact as to whether
defendant intentionally created intolerable work atmosphere that forced her to
quit involuntarily to support claim of constructive discharge.
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Buie v. Commissioner of Correction, 187 CA 414 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 134A
Habeas corpus; claim that habeas court improperly determined that petitioner

received effective assistance from prior habeas counsel and criminal trial counsel;
whether petitioner established that he was prejudiced as result of allegedly deficient
performance by criminal trial counsel or prior habeas counsel.

Fitzgerald v. Bridgeport, 187 CA 301 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21A
Injunction; action seeking injunctive relief to prevent defendants from making

appointments to position of police captain based on results of police captain
examination; whether trial court properly granted motion to dismiss counterclaim
for lack of subject matter jurisdiction on basis that defendant failed to exhaust
administrative remedies; claim that there was no reason to appeal to defendant
Civil Service Commission because defendant was not aggrieved by determination
that he was eligible to take captain’s examination; claim that defendant lacked
necessary qualifications to sit for captain examination; claim that because city
council had not approved increase in number of lieutenant positions from twenty-
one to twenty-two, defendant’s seniority was calculated on improper basis; whether
trial court properly concluded that defendant did not meet eligibility requirements
for captain examination and should not have been permitted to take examination;
whether claim of error in selection by commission of date on which vacancy in
rank of captain occurred was subject to exhaustion requirement; whether policies
underlying exhaustion doctrine would be best served by requiring defendant to
bring challenge to date of vacancy before commission; whether defendant as munic-
ipal employee candidate for promotion to captain possessed specific, personal and
legal interest in date establishing candidates’ eligibility for captain examination;
aggrievement; claim that trial court improperly concluded that twenty-second
lieutenant position was not legally established under city charter; whether commis-
sion lacked authority to increase number of lieutenants; whether plain language
of charter required that city council establish new lieutenant position; claim that
even if trial court properly determined that twenty-second lieutenant position was
not legally established under charter, trial court’s conclusion that defendant was
ineligible to sit for captain examination constituted improper sanction of ille-
gal appointment.

Hodges v. Commissioner of Correction, 187 CA 394 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 114A
Habeas corpus; claim that habeas court improperly determined that petitioner’s trial

counsel did not render ineffective assistance; whether trial counsel was ineffective
by pursuing defense theory of mere presence; whether trial counsel rendered ineffec-
tive assistance by failing to consult with and retain expert witness in video
forensics; claim that habeas court abused its discretion by precluding testimony of
petitioner’s firearm identification expert as to whether surveillance video depicted
presence of firearm.

Jacobson v. Commissioner of Correction (Memorandum Decision), 187 CA 901 . . . . . . 161A
Kirwan v. Kirwan, 187 CA 375 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 95A

Dissolution of marriage; motion for contempt; whether trial court abused its discre-
tion in granting motion for order regarding children’s private middle school
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tuition; claim that trial court erred by ordering defendant to pay 75 percent of
children’s tuition for certain academic years; claim that trial court erred by
ordering defendant to pay portion of children’s tuition that was incurred prior
to date of dissolution judgment; whether trial court properly exercised its authority
pursuant to applicable statute (§ 46b-81) to allocate between parties marital debt
related to children’s tuition; whether trial court abused its discretion in finding
defendant in contempt for his failure to comply with its order regarding children’s
private middle school tuition; whether underlying order was sufficiently clear
and unambiguous to support contempt finding; whether defendant’s noncompli-
ance with order was wilful; whether finding that defendant did not meet his
burden of proving that he was unable to pay his court-ordered obligation was
clearly erroneous.

State v. Santiago, 187 CA 350 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 70A
Murder; whether trial court abused its discretion in admitting certain written state-

ment to police by witness as prior consistent statement; whether introduction of
witness’ prior consistent written statement was solely to rehabilitate credibility
of witness; whether trial court abused its discretion in admitting, as relevant
evidence, testimony of witness concerning uncharged misconduct by defendant;
whether probative value of uncharged misconduct testimony was outweighed by
unfair prejudice; claim that defendant was deprived of due process right to fair
trial as result of prosecutorial improprieties; whether prosecutor’s questions were
intended to elicit inadmissible responses from witness; whether prosecutor relied
exclusively on evidence admitted during trial during rebuttal closing argument;
reviewability of unpreserved evidentiary claim that prosecutor improperly failed
to redact certain portions of witness’ statement to police; claim that Appellate
Court should exercise its supervisory authority to order new trial.

State v. Williams, 187 CA 333 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 53A
Attempt to commit home invasion; manslaughter in first degree; whether evidence

was sufficient to support conviction of attempt to commit home invasion; whether
evidence was sufficient to show defendant had specific intent to commit felony
assault against individual inside dwelling if defendant and his cohorts were
successful in entering dwelling; whether evidence was sufficient to show that
defendant took substantial step toward unlawfully entering dwelling; whether
proof that defendant or one of his cohorts intended to commit felony against
individual in dwelling was legally sufficient where state charged defendant as
principal and not as accessory.

Watson Real Estate, LLC v. Woodland Ridge, LLC, 187 CA 282. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2A
Contracts; claim that trial court improperly failed to find that there was meeting

of minds between parties as to number of layers of pavement to be applied to
common driveway; claim that trial court should have drawn adverse inference
against defendant for failing to call certain witness to rebut certain parol evidence
presented by plaintiff; whether drawing of adverse inference is permissive rather
than mandatory; whether trial court’s failure to draw adverse inference was
improper; reviewability of claim that trial court improperly failed to find that
defendant breached escrow agreement by not reimbursing plaintiff for costs it
had incurred; failure to allege claim in revised complaint or at trial; claim that
trial court improperly denied request for leave to amend revised complaint to add
claim of unjust enrichment.
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